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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION NOV 24 1999

Washington, D.C. 20554 fEDERAL COMIIJNICATIONS COMMISSIOH

OffiCE CE THe SECRE'J'.W

In the Matter of

Request for Review
of the Decision of the
Universal Service Administrator by
MasterMind Internet Services, Inc.

)
)
)
)
)
)

CC Docket No. 96-45

CC Docket No. 97-21.--
REQUEST FOR REVIEW

MasterMind Internet Services, Inc. ("MasterMind") submits its Request for Review of the

Decision of the Universal Service Administrator ("Request for Review"), seeking review of the

decisions ofthe School and Libraries Division ("SLD") of the Universal Service Administrative

Company ("Administrator") to deny the applications of school districts in the State of Oklahoma

for discounts for Internet and non-telecommunications services under 116 contracts with

MasterMind.

A. Statement of Interest

1. MasterMind provides Internet and non-telecommunications services to various

school districts in the State of Oklahoma. For the past three years, MasterMind has provided

eligible internet and non-telecommunications services to school districts participating in the

Schools and Libraries Universal Service Program established as part of the Federal

Telecommunications Act of 1996 to provide affordable access to telecommunications services

for eligible schools and libraries. MasterMind was the contracted service provider for over 300
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school districts that had applied with the SLD for supported eligible services. SLD denied

funding for 116 applications of these school districts which allegedly violated the "intent of the

bidding process," apparently because Chris Webber, an employee of MasterMind, was listed as

the contact person by these school districts on the bidding documents submitted in the funding

process. In support of this Request for Review, MasterMind submits the affidavit of Chris

Webber, attached as Exhibit A ("Webber Affidavit"). A list of the impacted school districts

("School Districts") is attached as Exhibit A-I to the Webber Affidavit. 1 MasterMind challenges

the SLD's denial of such funding on the 116 applications pursuant to 47 c.F.R. §§ 54.719 and

54.722, and respectfully requests appropriate relief from the Federal Communications

Commission ("FCC") to overturn the decision of the SLD.

B. Statement of Material Facts

1. Chris Webber is the director of E-Rate Services for MasterMind. Webber

Affidavit, para. 1.

2. MasterMind has provided for the past three years Internet and non-

telecommunications services to numerous school districts in the State of Oklahoma under the

universal service program of the Federal Telecommunications Act. Webber Affidavit, para. 2.

3. Starting on December 1st, 1998 and ending on March 9th, 1999, MasterMind

assisted the School Districts listed on Exhibit A-I to the Webber Affidavit in their filing of FCC

lExhibit A sets forth the school districts, application numbers, and the services ordered. This
document includes the list of school districts which were denied funding by SLD for both non­
telecommunication services and telecommunication services to be provided by MasterMind.
MasterMind seeks review in this proceeding of the denial for discounts on eligible non­
telecommunication services. The telecommunication services listed are addressed in a companion
Request for Review brought by MasterMind.
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"Form 470" with the SLD. Chris Webber was listed as a contact person on the Form 470s.

Webber Mfidavit, para. 3.

4. At no time did anyone at MasterMind either sign the Form 470 or complete the

Form 470 for the School Districts listed on Exhibit A-I of the Webber Affidavit. Webber

Mfidavit, para. 4.

5. In January of 1999, after the Form 470s were filed by the School Districts, SLD

sent to the School Districts a "Receipt Acknowledgement Letter" that stated among other things,

that the SLD had received "your properly completed FCC Form 470." A sample letter received

by all of the School Districts from the SLD is attached to the Webber Affidavit as Exhibit A-2.

Webber Affidavit, para. 5.

6. Between April 1st and April 6th
, 1999, MasterMind entered into approximately 300

contracts with school districts in the State of Oklahoma, including the School Districts listed on

Exhibit A-I to the Webber Affidavit, to provide E-rate eligible telecommunication and non­

telecommunication services and products. Webber Affidavit, para. 6.

7. Upon execution ofthe contracts with MasterMind, the School Districts submitted

to the SLD the FCC "Form 471" for approval of the funding for eligible services provided by

MasterMind. The deadline for submitting the Form 471s to the SLD was April 6, 1999. Webber

Mfidavit, para. 7.

8. At no time did anyone at MasterMind either sign the Form 471, or complete the

Form 471 for the School Districts. Webber Affidavit, para. 8.
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9. On October 26, 1999, SLD notified the School Districts that the 116 applications

for the funding ofdiscounted eligible services provided by MasterMind had been denied for the

stated reason: "The circumstances surrounding the filing of form 470 violated the intent of the

competitive bidding process." A sample copy of the denial notice sent to all of the School

Districts is attached as Exhibit A-3 to the Webber Affidavit. Webber Affidavit, para. 9.

10. Based upon a conversation between Chris Webber and David Gorbanoff of the

program integrity team of SLD, in early September, 1999, Chris Webber was led to believe that

the reason for the denial of funding was because his name was listed as a contact person on the

Form 470. Webber Affidavit, para. 10.

11. On September 16th through September 17th
, 1999, Chris Webber attended a vendor

training session sponsored by SLD in Chicago, Illinois. At this training session, he received a

draft SLD publication entitled "Form 470 Pitfalls." A copy of this draft publication is attached

as Exhibit A-4 to the Webber Affidavit. Webber Affidavit, para. 11.

12. On November 11, 1999, SLD posted on its web site a document entitled "Pitfalls

to Avoid When Filing the Form 470." Webber Affidavit, para. 12.

13. Further clarification ofSLD's position was provided by Kate Moore, President of

the Schools and Libraries Division, and Ellen Wolfhagen, General Counsel of the Schools and

Libraries Division on November 19th, 1999 in a meeting in Washington, D.C. with Senator Jim

Inhofe's office, a summary ofwhich is attached as Exhibit A-5 to the Webber Affidavit. Webber

Affidavit, para. 13.
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14. MasterMind did not have a pre-existing contractual relationship with all of the

School Districts. Webber Affidavit, para. 14.

15. MasterMind is not seeking a review of the applications in which it signed any

Form 470s. Webber Affidavit, para. 15.

16. MasterMind did not provide identical requests for proposal documents. Webber

Affidavit, para. 16.

17. MasterMind was never informed by SLD of any of the alleged problems with the

submitted Form 470s as set forth in Exhibit A-5. Webber Affidavit, para. 17.

18. At no time during the bidding process was a vendor denied a request for proposal

("RFP") or any other requested information or access to any of the School Districts. Webber

Affidavit, para. 18.

c. Question Presented for Review

1. The SLD denied 116 applications of the School Districts alleging only that the

"intent" of the competitive bidding process was violated. MasterMind submits that the funding

denial is arbitrary and not supported by any statute or FCC rule, or even any publication or SLD

policy. Even if one could understand how violating the intent of the bidding process justified

SLD's action, the uncontroverted facts are that the bidding process was complied with.

2. The competitive bidding requirements of the universal service program are set out

in 47 C.F.R. § 54.504. Section 54.504 requires school districts to seek competitive bids for the

supported services in the application process for funding commitments. The first step in the

application process is for the school district to file "Form 470" with the SLD. Form 470 provides

5



general information on the telecommunications services, internet services, and internal

connections that an applicant is seeking to purchase. These applications are posted on the SLD

Web Site for at least 28 days, during which time potential service providers can search and review

them.

3. The Form 470 summarizes the services and products a school district has

determined it may want to acquire, and is basically an advertisement for the applicant's

technology procurement needs. The Form 470 also provides information about the school district

such as a contact name, address and phone number; the type of applicant, either school, library,

library consortium, or consortium of multiple entities; size of applicant's student body or library

patron population; number of buildings to be served; and whether the applicant plans to make

future purchases beyond those outlined in the form.

4. Once a potential provider identifies a school district as a potential customer and

wants to bid on the services or products requested, the provider can contact the school district for

further information and an RFP, if one had been prepared by the school district. While an RFP

is not mandatory, ifone is prepared, it must be provided upon request. The provider may submit

a bid, and if the bid is accepted (following the 28-day bidding period), the applicant school

district and the provider can contract for specific services. Upon the signing of a contract for

eligible services, the school district submits a completed "Form 471" to SLD, who will then issue

a commitment of support for the funding of the eligible service.

S. In this instance, MasterMind assisted the School Districts in the application

process. Each School District stated in its Form 470 that a potential provider could contact the
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School District directly, or "Chris Webber." Chris Webber is an employee of MasterMind. No

FCC rule prohibits an employee of MasterMind from being listed as a contact person, nor does

Form 470 indicate otherwise. Form 470 only requires the names of persons who can answer

questions about the application. Chris Webber was a person who could answer any questions.

Webber Affidavit, para. 3.

6. During the bidding period, no potential bidder was denied a request for proposal

of the School Districts, or any other information requested, or denied access to the School

Districts. Webber Affidavit, para. 18. MasterMind was the successful bidder and entered into

116 contracts with the School Districts. These School Districts submitted the Form 471 to the

SLD for funding commitments. SLD has subsequently issued its funding commitment reports

denying the 116 applications which listed Chris Webber as a contact person, for the stated reason

of "Bidding Violation." The stated explanation for the denial was "The circumstances

surrounding the filing of the Form 470 associated with this funding request violated the intent of

the bidding process" (emphasis added).

7. The requirements for the competitive bidding process are very simple; the school

district's Form 470 is posted by the SLD on its web site, any requests for proposals prepared by

the school district are made available to an inquiring vendor, and the school district carefully

considers all bids submitted. Posting on the SLD web site meets the goal of competitive bidding

process because it gives school districts wide access to all competing providers. Recent FCC

decisions have stated that as long as new competitors have the opportunity to view and respond

to Form 470 postings, and the school district considers all bonafide offers, the competitive
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bidding rules have been satisfied. In this instance, the Form 470s were properly posted, potential

providers had ample opportunity to view and respond to postings, and all bonafide offers were

considered -- and SLD has never claimed to the contrary. See Order, In the Matter of Request

for Review of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by Objective

Communications, Inc., Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, File No. SLD-1143454,

CC Docket No. 96-45, 1999 WL 993503 (reI. Nov. 2, 1999); Order, In the Matter of Federal­

State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket 96-45, 1999 WL 680424 (reI. Sept. 1, 1999).

The competitive bidding process was fully complied with.

8. The stated reason for denial of funding commitments was that the bidding process

conducted by the School Districts violated the "intent" of the competitive bidding standards. The

example cited by SLD to MasterMind was that it was improper for the applications to list Chris

Webber, an employee ofMasterMind, as a contact person. See Webber Affidavit, para. 10. This

vague and unsubstantiated rationale is completely arbitrary and unsupported by any FCC rule,

and, unfortunately has placed in jeopardy the ability of the School Districts to utilize the benefits

of this program. No FCC rule, or even an SLD publication (either at the time or now), prohibits

the manner in which the applications were completed. In fact, listing prior service providers as

contact persons for new applications is common practice. This situation is further exacerbated

by the nature of the violation, Mr. Webber's name appearing on the various forms. This incident

was, at most, a simple clerical mistake that could have been avoided or corrected if the School

Districts had known of such a requirement. Unfortunately, this supposed requirement was never

disclosed by the SLD prior to the School Districts filing the Form 470s.

8



9. It appears that the SLD is in the process of developing new policy on this issue.

This is apparent from a SLD publication which was disseminated to vendors at an SLD­

sponsored vendor training session in Chicago on September 16-17, 1999, entitled "Form 470

Pitfalls." See Webber Affidavit, para. 11. This publication, however, was still in draft form and

stated only that "forms signed by vendors' representatives will be rejected." It does not prohibit

the listing of an employee of a vendor representative as a contact person. More importantly, this

draft policy was developed after the forms had been submitted to the SLD by the School Districts.

Further, on November 11, 1999, the SLD inserted on its web site a similar publication entitled

"Pitfalls to Avoid When Filing the Form 470." See Webber Affidavit, para. 12. This publication

is different than the September 16-17, 1999, draft, and states that "forms completed by vendor

representatives will be rejected." It appears that MasterMind has been profiled as a test case for

SLD's still-evolving policy.

10. The School Districts could not have been aware of this change in policy when the

applications were filed, and cannot be held to the policy's new "requirement." See Order, In the

Matter for Request of Review of the Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by

Williamsburg-James City County Public Schools. Williamsburg, Virginia, File No. SLD-90495,

CC Docket No. 96-45, 1999 WL 824713 (reI. Oct. 15, 1999); Order, In the Matter of Request

for Review ofthe Decision of the Universal Service Administrator by Prairie City School District

Prairie City, Oregon, File No. SLD-10577, CC Docket No. 96-45, 1999 WL 1005053 (reI.

Nov. 5, 1999). In any event, MasterMind neither signed the forms nor completed the forms, as
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this was done in all occasions by the representative of each respective school district. See

Webber Affidavit, paras. 4 and 8.

11. On January 25, 1999, the SLD issued letters to the affected School Districts

informing the School Districts that it had received "properly completed FCC Form 470." See

Webber Affidavit, para. 5. On its face, this admission by SLD is contrary to its denial offunding.

The only rational explanation is that at the time the Form 470s were submitted, the bidding

process had been complied with. If SLD had informed the School Districts at this time that the

applications had not been properly completed because Chris Webber was listed as a contact

person, the applications could have been corrected and resubmitted. The School Districts have

been denied this opportunity. See Order, In the Matter of Request for Review of the Decision

of the Universal Service Administrator by Be'er Hagolah Institutes Brooklyn. New York, File

No. SLD-l 0871 0, CC Docket No. 96-45, 1999 WL 969855 (reI. Oct. 25, 1999).

12. On November 19, 1999, representatives of SLD met with representatives of

Senator James Inhofe's office to discuss the situation. At this meeting, SLD presented for the

first time additional reasons why funding had been denied. The additional reasons for denial can

be summarized as follows: 1) MasterMind supplied the RFP's used by many schools, which

gives an appearance of a pre-existing condition; 2) MasterMind signed some of the Form 470s;

and, 3) MasterMind provided identical RFP's which were flawed on their face. Even assuming

these after-the-fact rationalizations c.an be considered official reasons for the denial of the

funding, they are meritless.
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13. In response to point number one above, MasterMind submits that supplying RFPs

to the School Districts does not violate any FCC rule or SLD publication. Further, the

appearance of a pre-existing relationship does not violate any bidding requirement. In fact, pre­

existing contractual relationships are contemplated in the FCC rules. See Order, In the Matter

ofFederal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket No. 96-45, 1999 WL 680424 (reI.

Sept. 1, 1999). Finally, to disqualify a funding request because of the appearance of a pre­

existing relationship would disqualify~ funding application for contracts between school

districts and vendors who provided eligible services in prior years. Such a ludicrous result was

never contemplated in the FCC rules, or the federal act.

14. In response to point number two above, not one of the 116 applications that were

denied funding by the SLD was signed by a representative of MasterMind.

15. In response to point number three above, the Form 470s were properly completed,

consistent with the requirements set out in 47 C.F.R. § 54.504(b)(l), and the sample forms posted

on the SLD web site, and MasterMind demands strict proof that the Form 470s were deficient

in any manner. MasterMind finds it curious that SLD makes this statement at the last hour, for

the first time, without any proof or justification, and contrary to SLD's stated position in the

receipt letters mailed to the School Districts.

D. Statement of Relief Sought

1. MasterMind seeks review of the denial by the SLD for the funding of the 116

applications submitted by the School Districts and that the School Districts are entitled to full

funding of the eligible services set forth in the applications.
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Relief is sought pursuant to Sections 1-4 and 254 of the Communications Act of 1939,

as amended, 47 U.S.c. §§ 151-154 and 254 and 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.704, 54.719, and 54.722.

Respectfully submitted,

~P.~
PaIne;P. Y0RngV1--------
SIDLEY & AUSTIN
1772 Eye Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
Telephone: (202) 736-8677

November 24, 1999

'f'V\Cvl.C- C~-Lvv'J.l/lh /-¥\f"CIl~r---__­

Marc Edwards, OHA Q10l81
PHILLIPS McFALL McCAFFREY

McVAY & MURRAH, P.C.
One Leadership Square, 12th Floor
211 North Robinson
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
Telephone: 405-235-4100
Facsimile: 405-235-4133

Attorneys for MasterMind
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing instrument was
mailed postage prepaid thereon and by certified mail this 7A~ day of November, 1999, to:

Administrator
Universal Services Administrative Co.
c/o Ellen Wolfbagen
Counsel
USAC/Schools and Libraries Division
2120 L Street, N.W., Suite 600
Washington. D.C. 20037

Marc Edwards
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Before the Federal Communications Commission
Washington. D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

Request for Review
of the Decision of the
Universal Service Administrator by
MasterMind Internet Services. Inc.

)
)
) CC Docket No. 96-45
)
) CC Docket No. 97-21
)

AFFIDAVIT OF CHRIS WEBBER

STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
) SS.

COUNTY OF TULSA )

Chris Webber. being first duly sworn, upon oath, states:

1. I am Chris Webber, director ofE-Rate Services for MasterMind Internet Services,

Inc. ("MasterMind"). I have reviewed the documents and information in this matter and attest

to its truth, and am authorized to execute this Affidavit on behalf of MasterMind.

2. MasterMind has provided for the past three years internet and non-

telecommunication services to numerous school districts in the State of Oklahoma under the

universal service program of the Federal Telecommunications Act.

3. Starting on December 1st, 1998 and ending on March 9th, 1999, MasterMind

assisted the school districts listed on Exhibit A-I to this Affidavit ("School Districts") in their

tiling of FCC "Form 470" with the School and Libraries Division ("SLD") of the Universal

Service Administrative Company. Chris Webber was listed as a contact person on the Form

470s.

I
EXHIBIT

A



4. At no time did anyone at MasterMind either sign the Form 470 or complete the

Form 470 for the School Districts.

5. In January of 1999. attcr the Form 470s were tiled by the School Districts, SLD

sent to the School Districts a "Receipt Acknowlcdgement Letter" that stated among other things,

that the SLD had received "your properly completed FCC Form 470." A sample letter received

by all of the School Districts from the SLD is attached as Exhibit A-2.

6. Between April 1st and April 6lh
, 1999. MasterMind entered into approximately 300

contracts with school districts in the State of Oklahoma to provide E-rate eligible

telecommunication and non-telecommunication services and products.

7. Upon execution of the contracts with MasterMind. the School Districts submitted

to the SLD the FCC "Form 471" for approval of the funding for eligible services provided by

MasterMind. the deadline for tiling the Form 471s was April 6, 1999.

8. At no time did anyone at MasterMind either sign the Form 471, or complete the

Form 471 for the School Districts.

9. On October 26. 1999. SLD notitied the School Districts that the 116 applications

tor the funding of discounted eligible services provided by MasterMind had been denied for the

statcd reason: "The circumstances surrounding the filing of form 470 violated the intent of the

competitive bidding process." A sample copy of the denial notice sent to all of the School

Districts is attached as Exhibit A-3.

10. Based upon my conversation with David GorbanofT of the program integrity team

ofSLD. in early September. 1999. I was led to believe that the reason for the denial of funding

was because my name was listed by the School Districts as a contact person on the Form 470.



11. On September 16 th through September 17th
• 1999, I attended a vendor training

session sponsored by SLD in Chicago, Illinois. At this training session. I received a draft SLD

publication entitled "form 470 Pitfalls." A copy of this draft publication is attached as

Exhibit A-4.

12. On November 11, 1999, SLD posted on its web site a document entitled "Pitfalls

to Avoid When Filing the Form 470."

13. Further clarification of SLD's position was provided by Kate Moore, President

of the Schools and Libraries Division, and Ellen WoHhagen. General Counsel of the Schools and

Libraries Division on November 19th, 1999 in a meeting in Washington. D.C. with Senator Jim

Inhote's office. a summary of which is attached as Exhibit A-5.

14. MasterMind did not have a pre-existing contractual relationship with all of the

School Districts.

15. MasterMind is not seeking a review of the applications in which it signed any

Form 470s.

16. MasterMind did not provide identical requests for proposal documents.

17. MasterMind was never informed by SLD of any of the alleged problems with the

submitted Form 470s as set forth in Exhibit A-5.

18. At no time during the bidding process was a vendor denied a request for proposal

of a school district or any other requested information or access to any of the School Districts.
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Ser:'1t By: ,MASTERMIND INTERNET;

t"'urther Affiant saycth not.

918 7430204; Nov-23·99 9:21AM; Page 2/3

My Commission Expires:

vcmbcr, 1999, by Chris Webber.
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Z Carnegie Indep Sct1 District 33 Edumaster.nel....
C) App' 148151 FRN" 245605
z - --__ '._.____ ---- ------- . --.----. '-' '-
-; Carter Indep ScrooI Disl 50 Edumaster.net Internal COfl 10-26-99 No
::c
~ App' 152619 FRN I 265332'" ------- - ---- ... _' - -----
~ Carter Indep School Dist 50 Edtmaster.net

>. App I 141339 FRN" 241940-n __ __, __

....
c
.~ r:>",. ?



Y2 Funding Summary
Run dille 11118199

:J
:JI
:I

School Nam. Servlc. Provider Svc OrdeNd FCL Date

Fully
funded
Yes/No Funded Amt

Pn DIsc
Cost

Modified
P..-dIscount

cost DIs %

.61

.81

.8t

.80$38,419.80

$53.250.00

$0.00 $196,505.00----··-

$0.00 $102,220.00

$0.00

No

No

No

No $0.0010·26-99

10-26-99

10·2f'·99

Telco Svc

IntemalCon

Intemal Con

Carter Indep SChool Dist 50 EdlJrnaster.net

;' App' 147339 FRN' 241942
i --. - -.--
~ Catoosa Indep Schoof Disl 2 EdlnaSter.net

r App " 152652 FRN' 265495, -- - .- .._- - -- ---_.
, Coalgate Indep School Dis! 1 Edumaster.net

) App " 152674 FRN' 265597

~ COiijiiie Indep School Disl 1 ----NliMSter.riet Internet Access 10-26-99

.. -_._--- --
Intemet Access 10-26-99 No

$0.00 $133.285.00

$0.00 --$149.235.60

..-- $0.00 -- $2(695.00

jf

80

72

:81"

.9(:)

.81'

.78'

,72

-----74

$38,419.80

$53.620.00

$38,419.80

$90, t10.00 ..- --- - --

$0.00

$0.00

$0,00

$0.00

so~-554.900.00-

- $0,00 -'90,500.00

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

10-26-99

10-26-99

10-26-99

10-26-99

10-26-99

10-26-99

10-26·99

10-26·99

"'emal Con

Telco Svc

Internal Con

Internal Con

"temal Con

Internal Con

Tefco Svc

----Intema. Con

App" 147474 FRN" 242778
Coalgate iildep SdlOOt Dis! 1 Edumas----.,.t-er-.ne-t

App' 147474 FRN' 242781
~ Commerce Pubic schooi,---------- Eduma-ste-r.ne-t

~ App " 152343 FRN' 263985
t - _ .. ---- - . :----:--

- Cordel Indep School Oisl 78 Ed~ster.net

~ App " 152293 FRN' 263705
1)

Dar11ngton School Distrid 70- - Edumaster-net-

App" 152301 FRN" 263723

Davis Indep Schoof Distrid 10 -EdUmaSter.net

App " 152307 FRN' 263743
~ Oavis .,dep School Oistrlct10 - Edtnasler_net---

~ App" 152307 FRN" 263745
!J .' -_. . --- -_.- .

~ Dickson Indep School Dlst 77 Edumaslefnet

~ App' 152199 FRN' 263169
~ Dld(son IndeP School Dist n .-_. - Edumast-er-ne-t--

~ App' 146722 FRN' 239444" ---------- ._---_.. _._-
~ . Dickson Indep Sc'lool Dist 77 EdlJllasler.net

;,:. App" 148722 FRN' 239450
n --- ---- -.- .--------
oJ
C

,~ [\atle 3



Y2 Funding Summary
~ndate 1"'8199

School Name Service Provider

Fully
funded

Sye Ordered FCl Dale YeslNo Funded Amt

Modlled
Pre Disc Predlleount

cost cost Dis %

;0-26-99-- No --

Drunright Indep School Dlst 39 Edlnlaslernet

App' 152200 FRN' 263181

Drumright ~dep schOof Dist 39 -- EdumaSter.net

App " 152200 FRN' 263184

Eakiy Indep School Oist 132 Edumaster.net

App' 152625 FRN" 265416

Eldrxado lodep School Disl 25 -.Edlnlaster net

Intemal Con

Inlemal Con

Internal Con

Inlernal Con

10-26-99

10-26-99

11·2-99

No

No

No

$0.00 $94.340.00

$0.00 $26.OS5.00

SO.OO - $43.682.50

$0.00 $70.320.00

.79

-------- 90

.80·

---.---- .85

-----_._ .. .-----

$0.00 $38.419.80 ----·-~nTelco Svc 1<Y26199 No

-- -_ ..._----
Intemal COn 10-26-99 No -------- $0.00- $65.870.00 90

- lnternaiCOO 10-26-99-. No----·--- -- .._-.. -
.85·$0.00 $80.870.00

Telco Svc $0.00--
---,.._---

10-26·99 No $38.419.80 .76

...-_._---'-
.80Internet Access 10-26-99 No $0.00 --- $53.250.00

$38.41980
-_ ...- -

Telco Svc 10-26-99 No $0.00 .80

ln1emel Access 10-26-99 No ----- $0.00--- $53:250.00-- .90

---_.

Inlernet AcceSS 10-26-99

App' 152368 FRN I 264211

Fak"tarld iridep SdlooI Dlst 31 ---Edumasternel-- - Internet Access 1<Y26199

App' 146991 FRH' 240666

FairlaPd Indep Scf100t Dist 3'---- Edumasternet

App" 146991 FRN' 240668

Fooest Grove School Dfstrid- Ed.Jrnaster.net-

App" 152380 FRH" 264259

Fori Cobb-Brox1O"l Sch Disi 167 Edtmasler net
App" 152376 FRN I 264243

dieneoo fndep School Dist 101 Edumaster.net

App" 146989 FRN' 240651

~ Glencoe iildep Schoof Dist 101 Edumas-l"-er-n-e~t

App , 146989 FRN' 240653

Gracemont Indep Schoot Dlst 86 -- Edumasler.net

App" 146987 FRN II 240637

GracemOnt ii1dep Schoof Disl 86 - -Edt.lnastef.net

At?P" 146987 FRN I 240640

.Grandview Schod bislric(~ - Eduina-s-te-r.-ne-:'t

.. App' 147175 FRH I 241375
1

No

No

$0.00 -- $53.250.00

._-- $000 $53,250.06

- _...------ --
.71

.76

,

II
n"W"tft ..



Y2 Funding Summary
Run date 1"18199

School Name S8rvJce Provider

Fully
funded

Svc Ordered FCL Date YeslNo Funded Amt

IIocIIn.d
Pnt Disc: PrecllCOunt

Cost COlt Dis %

No $0.00 S38,419.80 .90

No SO.OO $103,950.00 .80

---
No $0.00 S3O.75O.oo .80

--~-~-

No $0.00 $38,419.80 .80

No So.00 $53,250.00 --.90

No $0.00 $38,419.80 ------ .90

Internet Access 10126199

Internet Access 10-26-99

80

.80

.7i·

73-

.71

.73

..._-- -_._._--
.71

$24,695.00

$92.495.00

553j50.00-· _.-

$27,47500

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00 $58.750.00-'

SO.Oo· 538,419.80----···

so.00 -----sl19,500.00

No

No------- $0.00

No

No

No

10-26-99

10-26-99

10-26-99

10-26-99

10-26-99-- No

10-26-99

10-2EJ.99

10-26-99---No--

Telco Svc

Internal Con

Inlemal Con

Telco Svc

Intemal Con

--ln4emal Con

Grandview Schad District 82 EdlPasler.net

App' 147175 FRN I 241379

Granite Indep sChool Dist 3 Edumas-te-r.-ne""'t-

App' 152472 FRN' 264662
Granite Indep Schoof Dist 3 Edlnastef"er--_· --Inlemet Access 10/28199

App' '47196 FRN' 241445

Grarii'e 'cOOp SrbooJ Disj 3 Edumaster.net Tek:o Svc 10126199
App' 147196 FRN' 241453
Greenville School District 3 -- - - Edumaslef-.ne-t--

App' 147387 FRH' 242244
Greenvile Sctlool District 3 ---- Edtrnasiernet-· Telco Svc

App' 147387 FRN' 242247-- - .. ---
Harrah Indep School District 7 Edumaster.net

App' 152655 FRN' 265517

Harrah Indep Schoof District 7 EdlM'TlaSter.net
App' 152655 FRN I 265518

Harrah Indep SchoOi DIstrict 7 Edumaster.riet-- --- Internet Access 1()"26-99

Appl 147391 FRN' 242285
Harrah indepSchool District 7" -- Edumas~te-r.-ne~t·

Appl 147391 FRN' 242286

Healdton Indep Sctt District 55 EdLmaster.nel

App • 152654 FRN I 265506

Heaidton indep Sch Otstrict 55 Eda.masler. m~I-- Internal Con

App , 152654 FRN' 265506

Healdton indep SCh Dfslricl55-Edumaster.nel ....

, App" 147393 FRN. 242341

(la095



Y2 Funding Summary
Rul date 111UWI

Internet Access 10-26-99 - No -.----

Internet Access 10-26-99

$0.00 $71,620.00 .80

-------
$0.00 $53,250.00 .70

$38,419.80-so.00 .10

$0.00 $11,645.00 .80

-_... __._- ---
$0.00 $53.250 00 .80

-- -_._ ..

No

No

No

No

Fully MocIIIId
funded Pre DIsc PNdIlCOUnt

FCL Date YnJNo Funclld Ami Cost cost DIs %

10126199 No $0.00 $38,419.80 .13

--
$86,095.001<J.26-99 No $0.00 .78

10-26-99 No $0.00 $137,920.00 ------.17

10·~99 No $0.00 $53,250.00 .71

1<J.26-99 No $0.00 138.419.80 --.rr
- ---- .8010126199--No --- $0.00 153,250.00

--
$38,419.8010126199 --NQ"---- $0.00 .80

--------- $106,420.00 ---------10-26-99 No $0.00 .83

10-26-99

10-26·99

10-26-99

SvcOrdered

Telco Svc

Internal Con

Internet Access

Inlemal Con

Telco Svc

-'nternaf Con

Service Prov~School Name

Healdton Indep Sch District 55 Edumasler.net

App" 147393 FRN I 242342

Hlnlon Irldep School o;sl 161 EdtrnaSler-.ne--:l,...---------fr,temai Con

App " 152621 FRN' 265402
Hobart Indep Settooi oist , 1 Edumaster_net

App " 152630 FRN' 265408
Hobart Ind~ %001 DiSI I ,----Edu-m-as-ter-.n-et-

App .. 147347 FRN' 242008

Hobartlndep School Disl11 -- EdLmaSler.nel--- - Telco Svc

App" 147341 FRN' 242010

Jenni1gS School Dfstrict 2 -- Edumasler.nel--- -- . Ifltemet Access

App" 147346 FRN' 241990
Jennings Schooi Dfs·trid-2---- Edumasler.net- - 'Tefco Svc

App" 147346 FRH" 241994

Ketchum iildep SChoof Oist 8 Edumaster.net-

App .. 152415 FRN' 264682

Keystone -School OlStriet1S-- Edumast.er.net

App t 152461 FRN' 282553
• Kildare School District - --- - Edum-as-ter-.net--

App" 141159 FRN' 241303

Kildare SChOOi District EdLmaster.net
App" 141159 fRH. 241309

; Uberty sChool District Coo 9 Edumaster.net-------Intemal Con

! App" 152195 FRN I 263137
) _: - ---- ---
~ . Liberty School Dislrid Coo 9 Edumaster.net

'"' App " '46647 FRN" 239228
:J

J

11
"~ft R



Y2 Funding Summary
Run data 11/18191

School Name ServIce Provider Svc Ordered FCLDate

FUlly
funded
YesINo Funded Ami

MocIfted
Pre Disc PredllCount

Cosl cost Dis %

Internet Access 1<V26199

'nlernet ACcess 10-26-99

Telco Svc

Teloo SVC

.9(f

138.419.80 .80

$80,120.00$0.00

$0.00 $194.835.00 .77

$0.00 $58.550.00 .77

$0.00 $38,419.80 .77

$0.00 $99.682.50 .80

$0.00 $59.495.00 90

$0.00 1119,982.50 .80

- _. ----.80$0.00 $59.495.00

$0.00 153.250.00 .80

-_._-~._---

$0.00 $38,419.80 .80

-.if$0.00 $111,900.00

_._-------so.00 $24.695.00 .80

No $0.00

No

No

No

No

No

No

NO--- _.

No

No

10-26-99

10-26--99

1o-26-99~-

10·26-99

10-26-99

1012&199

10-26-99

10-26-99~--

10-26-99

1()'26-99 ._- No- ---~.

10-26-Q9

tntemal Con

Internal Con

Internal Con

Intemal Con

Inlemal Con

Internal Con

Intemal Con

Liberty ScOOoI Dislrid Coo 9 Edumaster.net

App • 146647 FRN' 239233

locust Grove School Dlst 17-- EdumaSternet

App' 152479 FRN' 264707

LoalSi Grove Scilool Disl 17 Edumaster.net
App" 147205 FRN' 241483

i oa's' (',rove $dKd Dist 17 Edl¥nas--rer-ne-l- Ieloo Svc

App' t47205 FRN' 241490

lone Wolf Indep Sdlooi Cist 2 ·Edumas---:-ler-.ne-'·
App , 152463 FRN' 264638
Lowrey School District 10 ._-- EctJmaster.nef----- Inlernal Con

App" 152314 FRN' 263753

Macomb I~p Schod District 4 Edtnasler.net

Appl 152315 FRNI 263755

MamsViiie School District 7 Edumasler.net

App I 152480 FRN I 264704

Mamsvllle Schoof District 7 EdUmaster.net

App" 147202 FRN' 241475
- Mamsville School District j--·-Edllflas-ter-.net-

App II 147202 FRN' 241479

Marietta Indep Sch District 16 Edumaster.net
App' 152486 FRN' 264733

• Marletfa Indep Sch District 16 - Edumaste;'-.ne~1-

! App' 152486 FRN' 264740, ------_.. ----_. --
l Maryetta School District 22 Edumasler.net
~ Appll 152492 FRN' 264741
1 __

"~Of! T



Y2 Funding Summary
Rur1 date t 1118199

School Name Servfce ProvIder SvcOrdered

Fully
funded

FCL oate YHINo Funded Amt
PreDIlc

Cost

lIocIIIecI
Pntdltcount

c:osI 01, %

Inlerne' Access 10-26-99 No

TeIcoSvc 10-26-99 No

Intemal Con 10-26-99 No

Internal Cal 10-26-99 No

In'ernet Access 10-26-99 No

$0.00-- $251,53500--------)4

$0.00 $77.870.00 -~n-

$0.00 $53250.00 .80

$38,419.80
_._--

$0.00 .80

$0.00 $58,550.00 .88

--
$0.00 138.419.80 .68

10-26-99 --- No - --

I

I
I
I

90

90

9(,-

~80

------- -- 90

-------
90

.90$65,870.00

$53.250.00

$38.4HI eo ------

$82,62000

$0.00

$0.00

$000 5209.020.00

so.oo

so.oo

$0.00- $136.608.60----

-- $0.00· ---$86,510.00--

No

No

No

No

No

No

---.---
No

10-28-99

10-26-99

10-26-99

10-26·99

10-26-99

10-26-99

IntemaiCon

Internal Con

Telco Svc

Internal Con

Inlerlial Con

Internal Con

Mason Indep Schoof District 2 Edumasler.net
App' 152065 FAN' 262423
Maysvflle indep Sdloof Dist - - -- EdLlT1as-ter-,,-e-t_.

App I 1525 fO FRH' 264847
MccOrd School DIstrict 77 -- Edumaster.net --- - Internet AccesS 1o-~99

App " 145906 FAN' 236435
MCCon1 Scbool CVsfdd rt- --- Edumaster riet -- Telco Svc

App' 145906 FRN' 236443

Meeker hiep Schoof Dis' 10-95 -- Edumasler_net

ApP • 146649 FRN I 239239
---

Meeker Indep Schoof Dist 10-95 Edumaster.net
App I 146649 FRN' 239245

Miami Indep School Dtstrld 23 - Ed~stef.net-

App" 152273 FRH' 263647

Miiwood tndep Schoof Dis' 37-- Edumaster.net-

App" 152213 FRN I 263227

Milwood indep Schoof Dlst 31 Edumaster.net ---

App' 146648 FRH' 239247

MiDwood Indep Schoof Dist 37 Edt.maSler.nel

App' 146648 FRN" 239252
Moffett School DiStrict 68 - Edumasle-r.net--

App' 152251 FRN' 263510
M()(I'iSon iildep School Dist 6 - -- Eduma-s-ter-.-ne-t-

App' 152363 FRN' 264143
---

Moiiltain View-Gotebo Dis' 003-- Edu-naster.net

, ~p" 152222 FRN' 263406

.... _n..



Y2 Funding Summary
fUldete1111M9

$0.00 $53.250.00
---- .78

$38.419.80
-----. - -.78$0.00

$68.870.00-'----
. __._-

$0.00 .87

IIocIfIed
Pre DIsc PrecIIIcount

FW1CIed Amt Cost cosl DII %

$0.00 $121.332.50 .87

$0.00 $30,750.00 .67

$0.00 $53.250.00 .11

$0.00 $38,419.80 .71

-so.00 $83.825.00 -~

$0.00 $38.419.80 -_..65

$0.00 $82.691.25
---.--_ .._-

.90

$0.00 $53.250.00
-------.

.81

Navaio Indep Schad District 1 Edumaster.net Internal Con 10-26-99 No

App' 152385 FRN' 264373
Navajo looep SChOol Dislrict1---- EdLir.as-t"-er-.ne~t- Internet Access 10-26-99 No
App I 146988 FRN' 240645

Newki1< Indep School Dlsi 29 Edumaster.net-· kltemet Access' 10-26-99 No

App I 147184 FRN' 241404

Ne·wkdlncJE.P Sc:booI [)1st 29 Edurnasler nel reico Svc 10/26199 .~

.81

-:78-~~~. ----_...

$87.145.00

$38,419.80--

FUlly
funded

Svc Ordered FClDat. YesINoSwvlc. ProviderSchool Name

App I 147184 FRN' 241407

NOble IOdep SChool Distrld -.- - Edlnl3ster.net Internet AcX:e$s 10-28-99 NO
App I 147189 FRN' 241432

Noble ii1dep~ Dfstr1ct Edumas-ter-.ne-I- Telco Svc 10-26-99 No

App' 147189 FRN' 241436

Dillon Indep SChoOi Disi 20 Edumascefnet Internal Con 10-28·gg---No

App I 152067 FRN' 262436

Dillon lndep School Dlst 20 EdOO1aster~- Internet Access 1Q..26-99 No

App I 145911 FRN" 236461

biiiCii 'ndep SchootDlsi 20 Edumaster.nei- TelcO Svc -10-26-99'· No $0.00

App " 145911 FRN" 236467
. Okiaooma uniOn Indep Sd1ooI------ edumaster.net Internal COn 10-26-99 No ----$0.00

~ 151351 FRN' 258492

Oklahoma Union Indep Schoof -- Ed\nlaster-.net-- Internet Access 10-26-99 No

: JIJItWt 151352 FRN' 258495

, OkiahOma Union Indep School .. Edumasiernet-- TelcoSvc - 10-26-99 No

I ~ 151352 FRN' 258497
_.------ -:=:--:-----,~-

·Olustee Indep School Dist 35 Edumaster.net Internal Con 10-26-99 No

~ App" 152484 FRN I 264715
I

paQ9 9



Y2 Funding Summary
lUI data 1111119I

School Name ServIce Provider SvcOrdered FCLDatI

Fuly
funded
YesINo Funded Amt

PnDIIC
COSt

Modified
PNcIIcouni

cast Dis %

.77

.77

.80

.87

.90

.80

.60

.80

.60

·':87

~ __0_,

.90

---- ----
80

$89.270.00

$30.290.00

$53.250.00

S74:170.00

$58.370.00

$106.384.00

so.oO $100.837.00

$0.00

$0.00 589.020.00

$0.00

so.Oo

$0.00 $iOO.425.00

$0.00

$0.00

'$0.00 $102.095.00

---- SO.~-$72.495.00

------ $0.06' $38.419.80

No $0.00

~-

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

10-28-99

10-26-99

10-26-99

1D-26-99' ' No

10-26-99

---_..._--
10-26-99 No

10-28-99

10126199

- 10-26~99 - No

Internal Con

Internet Access 1D-26-99

Intemal Con

IntemaiCon

Tek:o Svc

Internet Access 10-28-99

IntemaiCon

Internal Con

internal Con

Internal Con

IntemalCon

Pawhuska Indep School Dlst 2 Ecbnaster.net
App , 152268 FRN' 263603
Pawhuska Public library E=d\.m"""--a-sl-er-.ne-t----

App ~ 145901 FRN' 236412

Picher-Cardin Ind Sch Dlst 15 Ed~sler.net

App I 152275 FRN' 263678

POle indep Sdxd D1stdd SO fdl!master net ---'nternal COO 1rL28-99 No SO 00 -- seam 00 .If
App' 152014 FRNt 262121

Ouapaw Indep Sd'OOt Dist 14 Edumaster.net
App" 152540 FRN' 264992
Olinlon tndep School Dist 11 - -Edumaster.net
App ~ 152530 FRN' 264982

Ravia SChool oiSiricf"1o--- - Edumaster.net

App' 147416 FRN' 242389
Ravia Scttooi District 10---- -- - Edumasler.nei

App' 147416 FRN' 242390

Ri09ing 'ridep Sch DIstrict 14-- -Edumasler.net

App , 152582 FRN • 265188

Ripley Indep Schoof Dist I 3 -- =E-du-mas-.,...te-r.-ne-..,.t--------:-In-t-em-at--.---::Con::-------::1-=-"o-28-99

App' 152192 FRN' 264727

Riverside SchoOl District29--Edumaster.net
App" 152815 FRN' 266936
Scllutler Indep Schoof Dis' 6 Edumas-ter-ne-t
App • 152818 FRN' 266953

Skiatook fndep School Ost 7 --eauma-st-er-.ne-t

~ App' 152622 FRN" 265387



Y2 Funding Summary
Run date 11118199

School Name Service Provider SvcOrdered

Fully
funded

M:l Dat. YesINo Funded Amt
PnDlsc

Cost

Modified
Predlscount

c:osI DIs"

Inlernet Access 10-26-99

Skiatook Indep School Ost 7 EdLnaSter.net
App' 152622 FRN I 265393
South COffeyvh District 51 - Ed~s-ler-.-ne-t

App' 152624 FRN I 265421

Souih Coffeyville District 51 EdLna5Ier.net
App I 147349 FRN' 242068

tnternal Con

Internal Con

10-26-99

10-26-99

No

No

No

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$38,875.00

$78.045.00

$&4,900.00

.80

.80

.80

.70

.51

:70

.80

.80

.80

'90

--~78

---'-' .58'

$22,080.00

s38.419.80

$14,435.00

584,710.00

$53,250.00

$38,419.80

153.250.00

$89.28250

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00 $168,075.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$000

No

No

No

No

NO

No

No

1o.26-99-~----So.OO

10f26199

10126199

11-2-99 -- No'

10126/99

10-26-99

lnlemalCon

Telco Svc

Intemal Con

Intemal Con

Telco Svc

Internet Access 10126199

'. Internal Con

South Cof'eyv;1e Dislrid 51 Fd1lmastM net - TpIai SW: . 10:.26..99 No so 00 $38.419:80 .80

App" 147349 FRN' 242083
Slancing f.A.L.L-- - ' ,--. - ,-- Edll1l3sler.net

App" 152923 FRN I 293881
Taloga Indep sdtOoi DlSt t0 ·-=E:-:-dtma--s-71er-.-ne-:-t------:-ln""':'teI-m-M!~t-:14I.-cc-:e-ss-=IO:":':I26==199

App , 146646 FRN I 239232

Taioga Indep School Dlst 10 EdtmaSIef.net
App • 146646 FRN I 239236
futUe Indep School Dfst 97 .- .. -- Edwnaster.net

App' 152807 FRN I 266890

Twin HiliS School Ofstrict II Edlm3ster.net
App' 152814 FRH' 266937
Union City Indep sCil'Dfsl 57 ,-,.' '-=E"""'"d-tma-s-ter-.-ne-t---~ln-te-m-al~Con--~10i26J99

App" 152808 FRN' 266884

W~n~t School District 9 EdLmasler.net
App , 146882 FRN' 239999

Wainwright SChool oiSiriCi 9 Edumas-ler-.n-et-

AP.p , 146882 FRN' 240003

Wanette Indep Sch District 115 EdOOlaster.net
~ App' 152316 FRN I 263757

noan. 11



Y2 Funding Summary
Au. eWe 11118199

School Narne Service Provider Sve Ordentel

Fully
funded

FCL Date YnlNo Funded Amt
Pre DIsc

Cost

lIodltIed
PredllCount

ca.t DIs %

.70

.70

.80

.90

.90

.90

.78

.78

.85

.87

.80

. ---:i1

$75.245.00

$54.900,00

$53,250.00

$72,725.00

$38.419.80

$89.745.00

$53.250.00

$48,395.00

538,41980

183.657,50

153.250.00

138,"19.80

$0.00

$0.00

SO,oO

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0,00

$0.00

$0.00

so 00

-$0.00

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

10126199

10126t99

1()"26-99

1o-26-99'~

10-26-99

10126t99

10-26-99

10-26-99

IniemaiCon

Internal Con

tntemaiCon

TetOO Svc

IntemalCOn

Internet AcCess 10-26-99

Telco Svc

Telco Svc

--Internet Access 10-26-99 No

". Intemei Access 10126199

Webbers Fals SdlOOf Dlst 16 Edumaster.nel
App' 152580 FAN, 265187

Wellston Indep SchoOi Olst 4 Edumasler.net
App' 152320 FRN' 263789
WellSton Indep Schoof olsi " Ed-:-u-mas~Ier-.-net--

App' 146888 FRN' 240033
WalIs&oa IRdep ScbooI Ollt 4 ecLimas..-n-ec------TeIco-.,.-SVC-- iOt26lgg No SO 00 $38,419,80 .70

App' 146888 FAN' 240037

Wetumka Indep School Dist 5 Ewmaster.net

App' 152318 FAN, 263761

White oak Indep School Dlst 1 EclJmaster.nei

App' 152360 FAN, 264128

WNIe Oak Indep S<:hod Dist 1 Edumaster.net

App' 146896 FRN' 240073

Whiie Oak Indep School Disi 1 EdLmaSter.net
App .. 146896 FRN' 240075

----,
Wlson Indep Schoof Dlstrtct 7 Edl.maSler.net

App' 147412 FAN' 242379

Wilson Indep SChool District 7 ed~ter.net

Appl 147412 FRN' 242380
WyOOna Indep SdlooI DiS' 30 ..",E~d-L.maSI--er-.ne-.,-t -----='nlemet Access 10-26-99

App' 147318 FRN' 241845
Wynona iildep School Dist30 ---- Edumasler.nei

, App' 147318 FRN' 241847
laneis'Schoof District 72 " -- -- Ed~-e-r.-ne-t---·I-n-te-ma--,.I Con

~ App .. 152813 FRN' 266930
I -" ----- ------

no.,.,.." .?
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AGRA IHDIP SCHOOL DISTRICT 13.M
ChU' WeDDer
112 s MAIH
AGRA, OK 74824-0279

Iaportant Notice from
The schoola ana Libraries Corporatlon
about your Yorm 470 Applicatton

We are plea.ed to inform you that tn. School. and Libraries Corporation (SLe) hal
received your properly compl.t.d FCC Form 470, Descr1ption of S.rVice. Reque.tea.
Th1s letter prOVide. important information about tne proce••ln9 Of your Form .70
application. Pl.a•• r.ad tnt. letter carefully and retaln 1t for your record. and
future r.ference.

Th. SLC ha. assi9ned the (0110win9 Universal serv1ce Control Number (USCN) to yourroc rorm 4701 31S740000118149. Plea.e record tni. number 1n a safe pl.ce. The USCH 1S
uaed to track your rorm 470, and it .ust be prOVided wnen completin9 a FCC Form 471,
S.rvices Ordered and Certif1cation Form, that 18 baaed upon your Form 410
application. Any Form 471 applicant that intend. to rely upon your Fora 410
application muat know the USCN for th11 apPlicat10n, and muat be expre••ly li.ted in
the Form 470 application in Item (lV) of that Form. YOU may wish to sh.re the USCN
tor your Form ~70 applic.tion With tno.. .cnOOla and/or libraries that are ll.t.d in
Ite. (19) of your application to a.ai.t in ~n'lr preparation of Form 471
applicatiOnl.

Tfte n.xt .ttp in the application procesl i8 the caaplet10n of a FCC Fora 411
applicat1on, services Ordered and Cert1fication Form. FCC rUles reqUire that
requ••t. tor new serVices be pOlt.d on tne SLe WeD Site for a per10d of 28 d.,.
before you enter into and 8iqn any contract. With ••rVice prOViders. Your
app11cation W.I posted by the SLe on 12/14/1998. Accordin;ly, a contract or contract.
may D••1qned for requ.sted s.rvice. on or aft.r 01/11/1999. Tne sLe Will be prepared
on that date to rec.iv. your 'ora (a) 471. A properly completed Form 471, With a
siqned Form 471 c.rtific.tion, mUlt be r.ceived by the SLC no later than 03/11/1999 in
order to meet the SLe 100-d.y windOW. If tne ••rlielt allOWable submil.ion date
i. after the Window date, your applicat10n W111 not De conlidered toqetner With thO••
received Within the window.

A prOperl! coapleted certiflc.t10n for your Form 470 naa not been rec.iv.d. Pl••••
keep in • nd th.t, whil. you may haY' mailed your s19ned, hard-copy c.rtification,
tne SLe ..y not nave r.ceiv.d ana processed it or your cer~lf1c.~10n may not nave
Deen properly coapleted, 1n Which c••e the SLe h•• not .cceptea it. Plea.e V1.W your
Fora 470 on the SLe Web Site www••lctun4.orq to deteraine wnetner your
c.rtification ha. b.en proc••••d or Call the SLe Client servlce Bureau at 888-203­
8100 and h.ye your USCK ready for the .ervice rtpre••ntative. SLe acceptance of your
certification mUlt occur before the cl0.lftq of the .PP11cat1on wlndow in order for
you to be ellgible tor con.ideration withln the WindOW.

It 11 important to re.llber that not all requ.ued .ervice. .y n.c....rl1y be
approved tor dllcountl. four applicatlon il sUDject to r.vlew Dy ~ne SLe for.
determ1nat10n of fundlnq eliqlbllity Detore fundi are c~ltted. (Tftl. review vl11
con.1der .11 pro;raa rule. includinq ellqlDility of di.count reclplentS an4 the
el1qlbl11ty of .ervic•• for Which dl.countl are requelted.) In .d41tion.
avallability Of funcl Vill be • factor 1n fUndlnq d.ci.lonl. Therefore, you lhOuld
conSider tne po••ibility of a denl&1 of fUn41nq or a ltyel of fundinq below your
requ••t, and include appropriate contingencl•• ln contract. for any or all Of tne
requ••tad .ervice••

If you n... any que.tions, ple... call the SLe Client Service Bure.u at 888-203-8100.
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FUNDING COMXITKENT REPORT FOR APPLICATION NUMBER: 0000147466

Funding Request NUmbe~: 0000242721 Funding Status: Unfunded o~ Denied
SPIN: 143006149 Se~v1ce P~ov1de~ Name: Edumaster.net, LLC dba Mastermind Learning Centl
Provider Contract NUmber: 200038
Services Ordered: Internet Access
Earliest Possible Effective Date of Discount: 07/01/1999
contract Expiration Date: 06/30/2000
Pre-discount Cost: $53,250.00
Discount Percentage Approved by the SLD: N/A
Funding Commitment DeCision: $0.00 - Bidding Violation
Funding Commitment DeCision Explanation: The circumstances surrounding the filing of
the form 470 associated with this funding ~equest violated the intent of the bidding
process.

Funding Request Numbe~: 0000242726 Funding Status: Unfunded or Denied
SPIN: 143006149 Se~vice Prov1de~ Name: Edumaster.net, LLC dba Mastermind Lea~ning Centl
Provide~ Contract Number: 200040
Services Ordered: Telecommunications Services
Ea~liest Possible Effective Date of Discount: 07/01/1999
Contract Expiration Date: 06/30/2000
Pre-discount cost: $38,419.80
Discount Percentage Approved by the SLD: N/A
Funding Commitment DeC1Sion: $0.00 - Bidding Violation
Funding Commitment DeCision Explanation: The circumstances surrounding the filing of
the fo~m 470 associated With this funding ~equest violated the intent of the bidding
process.

Funding Request Number: 0000242736 Funding Status: Funded
SPIN: 143001192 Se~v1ce Provider Name: AT&T Corp.
Provide~ Cont~act Number: T
Se~Vices Ordered: Telecommunications Se~vices

Earliest Possible Effective Date of Discount: 07/01/1999
Contract Expiration Date: K/A
Pre-discount Cost: $2,065.32
Discount Percentage App~oved by the SLD: 90\
Funding Commitment DeCiSion: $1,858.79 - 471 approved as submitted

Funding Request NUmbe~: 0000242737 Funding Status: Unfunded or Denied
SPIN: 143002377 Service Provider Name: Central Oklahoma Tel. Co.
Provider contract Number: T
Se~vices Orde~ed: Telecommunications Se~vices

Earliest Possible Effective Date of Discount: 07/01/1999
Cont~act Expi~ation Date: NIA
pre-discount Cost: $4,816.20
Discount Percentage Approved by the SLD: KIA
Funding Commitment DeCiSion: $0.00 - Inel. svcs./ or P~Oduct(s)
Funding Commitment DeCiSion Explanation: 30\ or mo~e of thiS FRN inclUdes a ~equest

fo~ telephone sets and paging system which is an ineligible product(s)/service(s)
based on prog~am rules.

Funding Request Number: 0000242740 Funding Status: Funded
SPIN: 143002377 Se~vice Provide~ Name: Central Oklahoma Tel. Co.
Provider Contract Numbe~: T
Se~vices O~dered: Telecommunications Se~vices

Earliest Pos.ible Effective Date of Discount: 07/01/1999
cont~act Expiration Date: N/A
P~e-discount Cost: $6,060.00
Discount Percentage App~oved by the SLD: 90\
Funding Commitment DeCiSion: $5,454.00 - FRN app~ovedJ mOdified by SLD
Funding Commitment DeciSion Explanation: The estimated one time and/or monthly Charge
was changed to reflect the documentation prOVided by the applicant.

EXHIBIT
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FUNDING COKKITKENT REPORT FOR APPLICATION NUMBER: 0000147466

Funding Request Number: 0000291277 Fun~ing Status: Fun~e~

SPIN: 143000417 Service Provider Name: OK - 3 Cellular, Inc.
Provider Contract NUmber: 70050596
Services OrOered: Telecommunications Services
Earliest Possible Effective Date of Discount: 07/01/1999
Contract Expiration Date: 06/30/2000
Pre-discount Cost: $190.68
Discount Percentage Approved by the SLD: 90'
Funding Commitment Decision: $171.61 - 471 approved as submitted

Schools and Libraries Division/USAC Paqe 6 of 6 471FCD Ltr. 10/26/1999



Form 470 Pitfalls

This document is designed to notify you of some of the common pitfalls expenenced In previous funding
years as applicants complete FCC Form 470.

Free Service Advlaory

The SLD is aware that some vendors have offered pnce reductions or promotional offers for services in
addition to the discounts available trom the Schools and Libranes Universal Service Program. We are
pleased that vendors are increaSing the ability of schools and libranes to acquire the services that they
need to make effective use of technology. However, we want to remrnd applicants and vendors that the
value of these price reductions/promotional offers must be applied before the vendor submits the bid for
the pre-discount cost. The pre-discount cost is the baSIS upon which funding requests will be made by
Form 471 applicants. The value of all price reductions or promotional offers must be deducted from the
cost of service to the applicant to establish the applicant's pre-dlscount cost. In other words. the Universal
Service Program "Pre-Discount Cosf' that Will appear In Columns 8. 9. and 10 of Items 15 and 16 on FCC
Form 471 must take Into account all vendor pnce reductions.

For example. if a vendor mforms an applicant that Its best regUlar pnce IS $100, but that it will also offer
the applicant a 20% pnce reduction. then the pre-dlscount cost to be Included on Form 471 is $80. The
applicant's universal service dIscount Will be applied to thiS $80 pre-discount cost. The vendor and
applicant cannot use the $100 pnce as the pre-discount cost to be used for computing the Schools and
Libranes Universal Service Program funding. and then have the vendor convey the additional 20% price
reduction to the applicant's non-discounted portion of the cost. In other words. all vendor discounts must
be reflected in the competitive bid pnce offered in response to a Form 470 posting. The SLO will be
reviewing applications to assure that the FCC rules on competitive bids and lowest corresponding price
are complied with fully. If the SLD determines that a request in Column 10 of Items 15 or 16 features a
pre-discount cost where the value of vendor price reductions/promotional offers has not already been
deducted. the SLO will deny the request for such services.

What Exactly 'a "Moat Coat Effective?"

We also want to remind all Form 471 applicants that when examining their bids for eligible services. the
applicant must select the most cost-effective bid. This means that the price should be the primary factor.
but does not have to be the sole factor, in evaluating the bids. Other relevant factors may include: prior
expenence including past performance; personnel qualifications Including technical excellence;
management capability including schedule compliance. and enVIronmental objectives. The value or price
competitiveness of services or products that are Ineligible for Universal service discounts cannot be
factored into the evaluation of the most cost-effective supplier of eligible services.

For example. Vendor A offers a price for eligible services of $1,000. Vendor B offers a price for the same
services for $1.200 dollars. but this pnce also includes Ineligible services valued at $300 in that price (at
no additional cost to the applicant). The value of this "free" software or hardware cannot be factored into
the evaluation of the most cost-effective supplier of eligible services. All other things being equal, Vendor
A is offering the most cost-effective bid for servICes eligible for a universal servIce discount.

Completing FCC Form 470

Many service providers offer to complete the E-rate forms for their clients. It Is important to remember
that applicants, and only applicants can complete the Form 470. The SLO views the completion of
Forms 470 by service providers to be a violation of the competitive bidding requirements of the program.
JS It appears that the applicant has a pre-existing relatIOnShip With the vendor Which compromises the
open and fair guallty of the comoetltlon that IS the sutllec! ~f the Form 470 As a result 8R& 'Awe those
Forms Signed by venclor representatives Will be Gf+oo(ejeded,
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